We show that Kempen and Harbusch's (Cognition (2003) this issue) arguments against our claims cannot be upheld. On the one hand, their alternative account of our data that is based on the availability of constructions with object-experiencer verbs is not compatible with the literature on the processing of these types of sentences in German. Moreover, their allegation that we failed to conduct an accurate corpus count is simply a misreading of our paper. Insofar, the commentary in no way casts doubt on our claim that grammatical regularities override frequency during online comprehension. q 2003 Elsevier B.V. All rights reserved.
In their comment on our paper, Kempen and Harbusch (2003) (henceforth K&H) argue that we "have overlooked an important class of dative constructions in German and misinterpreted the corpus frequency data". As we will show below, both of these claims are mistaken.
K&H argue that initial datives are not only unmarked as the sole argument of a passive clause, but also as part of a dative-nominative word order with object-experiencer verbs such as gefallen ('to be pleasing to'). They suggest that this observation, which was not discussed in our paper, leads to a fundamentally different perspective on our ERP data. In fact, we have discussed dative object-experiencer verbs and the word order patterns
